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At the request of the Russian Government, the two British ships on the
Caspian were sold to Russian merchants and sailed thereafter under the
Russian flag. The next step was far more drastic; by a decree issued in
November, 1746, the Empress withdrew the transit privileges accorded by; the
treaty of 1734 and requested the British Ambassador to inform the British
merchants concerned that they should consign no more goods to Persia and
that they should immediately liquidate their affairs there and withdraw their
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servants and effects.1
The British Government protested at this decree, and pointed out that
it was most unfair to penalise those British merchants engaged in the Persian
trade who were not associated with Elton; the Russian Government, however,
remained adamant. Notwithstanding this ban on their trade, some merchants
and factors remained in Persia, in the hope that the decree might be re-
scinded. However, in the disturbances that broke out in Persia after Nadir's
death, everything was lost, goods to the value of £80,000 being stolen.8 By
1751 all the British, save Elton, had left northern Persia. As for Elton,
he was murdered in Gilan in April, I75I.3 Although the Russian charges
against him were, in many respects, grossly exaggerated, and in some cases
actually false, the basic fact remains that it was his injudicious conduct
in entering Nadir's service and in assisting him to found a navy on the Caspian
which, by arousing the fears of Russia, brought about the collapse of the
enterprise. As Hanway very truly remarked: " . . . unless we could convey
our merchandize through the Russian empire with the good will of that nation,
there could be no conveyance at all."4 It was unfortunate that Elton did not
use his undoubted talents in such a manner as not to prejudice the interests
of the Russia Company merchants. It has already been suggested that if
he could have persuaded Nadir to place him in charge of the Persian navy
in the Persian Gulf, he would have had ample scope for his abilities, without
giving Russia any grounds for offence.
When all is said and done, however, it is clear that, even if Elton had done
nothing to alienate the good will of Russia, the venture would have ended in
failure, owing to the course that events took in Persia.
1 Hanway, Vol. II, pp. 74-78. The extent to which Elton's actions were resented in Russia may
be gauged from the fact that, as long afterwards as December, 1762, when the Earl of Buck-
ingham was endeavouring to negotiate another commercial treaty in Moscow, he reported
that, on touching upon the question of British trade with Persia, he found: " Mr. Elton's
misconduct has made an impression which it will be very difficult to get the better of."
See The Despatches and Correspondence of John, Second Earl of Buckingham, Ambassador
to the Court of Catherine II, 1762-1765 (London, 1900), p. 113.
J Hanway, Vol. II, p. 90.
1 IUd.f vol. II, p. 120. According to Lerch (Btisching's Magagin, Vol. X, p. 460), Elton was
murdered in 1750.
4 Hanway, Vol. II, p. 39.

